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STATEMENT 

THE CLEVELAND FIFTH WORLD ORDER STUDY CONFERENCE 
AND THE NATIONAL COUNCIL OF CHURCHES 
OF CHRIST 



The Executive Council of the American Friends of the Anti- 
Bolshevik Bloc of Nations, having heard the report of the Se- 
cretary-General Mr. S . T.. ' Raikin , Chairman of the Committee on 
Religious Affairs, on the current controversy over the politi- 
cal statements of the Cleveland Fifth World Order Study Con- 
ference, called and sponsored by the National Council of Churches 
of Christ, and having carefully examined: 

1. The letter of the Associate General Secretary of the 
National Council, Rev. R.H. Edwin Espy, in reply to the letter 

of Mr. Raikin of February 21, addressed to Dr. Edwin T. Dahlberg, 
President of the NCCC; 

2. The Message to the Churches of dhrist in the U.S.A. , 
adopted by the Fifth World Order Study Conference (WOSC), Cleve- 
land, Ohio, November 18-21, 1958; 

3. The "Fifth World Order Study Conference" - resolution 
adopted by the General Board of the NCCC on December 3-4, 195° ; 



4. "The Hartford Appeal"; 

The informal remarks of the Honorable Ernest A. Gross, 
New York, Chairman of the Fifth WOSC at Cleveland, Ohio, and 
Chairman of the Council’s Department of International Affairs, 
made at the session of the General Board in Hartford on February 

25, 1959; 

6.. A "Sino-American Relations" statement made by the same 
at the Cleveland Conference; 



7. "Christian Responsibility on a Changing Planet" by 
Geraldine Sartain, an article reprinted from NC Outlook, 
December, 1958; 



8, "Change was the Key- Word? an article reprinted from 
the same -JBsga zlne , by Kenne th L. Maxwell, Executive Director, 
Departmo^^^ International Affairs j 

found tfcf^f ollowing : 



I 



1. The NCCC seems to be gratified of the widespread at- 
tention given to the Fifth WOSC which is said to have been the 
purpose of the NCCC. The NCCC seems to have overlooked or is 
purposely overlooking the negative reaction of public opinion 
to the statements produced by the said conference and persists 
in. stressing the legitimacy of those statements } ignoring the 
regretable fact that the NCCC was singled out as advocate of 
condemned pro-Communist policies. The Executive Council of the 
American Friends of the Anti-Bolshevik Bloc of Nations finds 
that there is nothing gratifying for the NCCC. having focused 
the attention of the public in this country and in the world 
on itself as an exponent of policies advocated by Communists 
all over the world. 



2. The NCCC seems to be reluctant to take the responsibi- 
lity for the conference which was called, sponsored and directed 
by its executive officer in the Department of International Af- 
fairs and which statements and general lines have been prepared 
in advance and defended by the same officers, which are, other- 
wise, in broad lines, the policies of the NCCC implemented in 
its actions on current international issues. It sounds strange, 
illogical and not at all convincing that the conference spoke 
only for itself". The only plausible explanation of the pre- 
sent attitude of the NCCC is that its General Board, challenged 
by the unexpectedly violent negative reaction to the statements 
of the Cleveland Conference, found it necessary to disclaim 
responsibility for the recommended policies. Yet this respon- 
sibility denndt be denied 'and the members of the Executive 
Council of the AF ABN found it difficult to accept the expla- 
nations of the Associate General Secretary of the NCCC. 



3. It is assumed that the Department of International Af- 
fairs is : a body within the NCCC and not a separate institution 
and that’* ultimately, it is the NCCC which is responsible for 
its policy pronouncements and actions. It is assumed that the 
Department of International Affairs carryout the policies of 
the NCCC and not vice-versa - the NCCC to follow the policies 
of the Department of International Affairs. Therefore, the 
way of thinking prevailing in this Department, expressed in the 
Cleveland Statements, should be taken as reflection of the 
general course of the policies of the NCCC. It is, therefore, 
necessary, that the General Board of the NCCC clarify its 
stand on these issues and state its position which was com- 
promised by the Executive Officers of its Department o. In- 
ternational Affairs. 



4. It seems that the magnitude of the public reaction a- 
gainst the Cleveland Statements have led the leadership of 
the NCCC to seek means and ways to divert public attention 



from the basic issues. involved and to direct it to hardly signi- 
ficant \or non-existant procedural rules which are said to be the 
facts, indistinct ion with the "distorted versions" of the en- 
tire affipPS' These facia -are said. Jto....be - as; f ollosrsx, 

'Sv-' 

a. T&r delegates at the Cleveland Conference were named 
by the member denominations and the cooperating councils. 

b. What the conference said did not constitute the offi- 
cial position of the NCCC which is determined by action of the 
General Board. 



c. The General Board voted "to receive" the report of the 
Cleveland Conference and transmit it to the Department of In- 
ternational Affairs for further action. 



It is in the interpretation of those facts, an interpreta- 
tion expressed in the materials sent to the Executive Council 
of the AF ABN for consideration, where the NCCC fails to dis- 
sociate itself from the responsiblity for the kind of policies 
recommended by the Cleveland Conference. 



5. The Chairman of the Fifth WOSC, Dr. Ernest A. Gross, 
assured the members of the General Board of the NCCC on the be- 
half of the Department of Internation Affairs that "any charge 
that delegates were hand-picked for some pre-determined con- 
clusions is groundless". In the same time the Executive Di- 
rector of the same Department, Kenneth L. Maxwell, wrote in 
OUTLOOK that "the delegates of the Churches were carefully se- 
lected by the responsible officers or official bodies in the 
33 denominations constituting the NCCC". "Hand-picked" and 
"carefully selected" are expressions which mean one and the 
same thing and one will be at pain if trying to deny the 
fact that the Conference of Cleveland was called by the De- 
partment of International Affairs to endorse its own policies 
which, in their turn, are the polcies of the Church Commis- 
sion on International Affairs of the World Council of Churches 
under the direction of Dr. Nolde<> These policies, even be- 
fore the Conference of Cleveland endorsed theip,were well 
known and the question whether the delegates were hand-picked 
or carefully selected by anybody, in the light of the subse- 
quent events, is really of no importance. 



6. The resolution adopted by the General Board of the 
NCCC on December 3-4, 1958, stressed that the members of the 
Cleveland Conference have been a "highly representative cross- 
section of the member churches of the National Council an 
that "in their own persons broadly representative of the in- 
terests and competence of the national Protestant community 
in foreign affairs." Yet, it was stated that ''they spoke for 
no one but themselves". It is hereby implied that the Cleve- 
land statement represents the consensus of the competent Pro- 
testant leadership, that the Protestants ° om P e ^® nt 
Affairs,- could have no other but the stand of the Cleveland 
Conference. If they spoke in Cleveland "for no one but them- 
selves" it is only a matter of formality. Therefore, whether 
or not the General Board of the NCCC, adopted and endorsed 
the policies recommended by the Conference, is of no impor- 
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2h« t Scoc F *^<^I 1 i th v? 4 thi f Appeal ls unsuccessful attempt of 
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kind of judgments reached at Cleveland, which were challenged 
and were found by the general public to be morally invalid 
and, in fact, disgraceful. 



12 ' The Hartford Appeal suggested, strangely enough, some 
.<ind of persecution of the Churches, which makes it to sound 
like a Communist document insinuating persecution where it 
does not exist. This suggestion, if sincere, could be ei- 
plained only as an imaginary reflection of cripto-Communist 
thinking and, if intended as diversionist strategy, has no 
chance to cohvince anybody that the American churches are 
subjected to persecution for their views on political matters. 
It is interesting to note that the criticism against the pro- 
communist policies recommended by the Cleveland Statement was 
interpreted as persecution of the churches and encroachment of 
their freedom to discuss political issues and provoked such a 
strong defense as the Hartf6rd Appeal while the real persecu- 
tion of religion behind the Iron Curtain is referred to, in the 
Cleveland Statementjas uncertain, as "reported',' and is limi- 
ted only to Moslems and Jews, the persecution of the Orthodox, 

v^ Ca S oli 2f 3114 the Protestants being completely ignored. 
Evidently, the current flirtation of the NCCC leadership with 
the Communist imposed leadership of the Churches behind the 
Iron Curtain has played its role. 



13* The entire Message of the Cleveland Conference reveals 
a state of mind totally overwhelmed by the spirit of psycholo- 
gical warfare where the basic arguments of a defeatist policy, 
suggested and promoted by international Communist propaganda, 
are brought to the extreme and the prophetic Message of the Gos- 
pel has sunk into a cloudy controversy over the administration's 
current foreign policy. Taken as devastating criticism of this 
policy , which have assured the peace and the prosperity of this 
country and the world, the Cleveland Message outlined a new 
course, which, if followed, will inevitably lead not only to 
adjustment with communism but also, most certainly, to voluntary 
surrender to Communist totalitarianism, which ultimate triumph 
is implied. The Cleveland Theologians seems to prefer a meek 
surrender to Communism rather than a resistance to slavery at 
any price. The free play of NCCC leaders with bombastic words 
like "peaceful changes',' "revolutionary forces", "world revolu- 
tion", "dynamic changes',' "rapid social shifts", "imperatives of 
progressive developments", etc., has made them captives of their 
own ideas and victims of international Communist propaganda. 
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lk. !Ei» Cleveland Statement, together with a series of po- 
litical p^ppouncements and actions sponsored directly by the 
NCCC or iiKlirectly, through the Wbrld Council of Churches, clear- 
ly indicate that the dominant political trend in the leadership 
of the Ecumenical Movement fabors a policy of appeasement and 
of co-existence, which is said to be even less than what the 
real need of cooperation with communism is. Speaking for the 
Christians behind the Iron Curtain, the Executive Council of the 
AF ABN deeply regrets and deplores this line of political thinking 
of the leaders of the NCCC and the WCC. Instead of taking up and 
vigorously defending the fundamental moral principles of Chris- 
tianity, so arogantly violated in the Communist world, the NCCC 
has taken upon itself the ungrateful task of promoting the legi- 
timacy of Communist tyranny, ,y 

15. The current historical events - the Hungarian drama, 
the risings in Berlin and Poland, the desperate efforts of the 
people of Tibet, the presence of Dalai Lama in the Free World 
and the imprisonment of Cardinal Mindsenty, living symbols of 
the persecuted religion under Communist rule - are undisputed 
vindication of the position taken by the Executive Council of 
AF ABN, No honest man in our time will have the courage to de- 
ny these realities. Yet, the NCCC, for some unexplained rea- 
sons, ignores and disregards them. Moreover, some of the leaders 
of the NCCC are specially pleased to call genuine concern for 
the fate of the Christians under communism "hysterical anti- 
communism" and take a special pride of signing petitions for 
the release of convicted Communist spies in this country. 

16. Finally, the Executive Council of the AF ABN feels it 
necessary to state its hopes that the NCCC, taking into account 
the public reaction to the Cleveland Statement and to its po- 
licies favoring communism, will review and will reconsider its 
position and will uphold the fundamental principles of the Gos- 
pel, to which it is committed being a Church institution, and 
which it has failed to interpret as imperative obligation in 
the tragic events of contemporary history. 
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